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agreement approved by the U.S. Government, which puts M-16
production under the exclusive control of the Korean Govern-
ment. Despite this, Moon Organization representative: ap-
peared—apparently on behalf of the Korean Government—to
negotiate an extension of the agreement.

(10) The Moon Organization attempted to obtain a control-
ling interest in the Diplomat National Bank by disguising the
source of funds used to purchase stock in the names of UC
members.

(12) The Moon Organization used church and other tax-
exempt components in support of its political and economic
activities.

(13) Although many of the goals and activities of the Moon
Organization were legitimate and lawful, there was evidence
that it had systematically violated U.S. tax, immigration, bank-
ing, currency, and Foreign Agents Registration Act laws, as
well as State and local laws relating to charity fraud, and that
these violations were related to the organization’s overall goals
of gaining temporal power.

Despite the Moon Organization's cooperative relationship with
the ROK Government the UC was far less influential as a religious
movement in Korea than elsewhere. A large proportion of the
hundreds of Koreans interviewed in the course of the investigation
said that they had never heard of Moon or the UC until the early
or mid-1970’s, when their activities became widely publicized. In
the United States, the UC appears to have had little success in
attracting followers from the Korean community. Most Korean-
Americans interviewed expressed varying degrees of embarassment
or hostility toward Moon and the UC; few saw them as a positive
factor in Korean-American relations.

The subcommittee found that the Moon Organization has had a
number of influential allies in the Korean Government, including
Kim Jong Pil, Pak Chong Kyu, and others.

_Although investigations and publicity in the 1976-78 period ap-
peared to have had an effect on the degree of influence Moon's
supporters had with the Korean Government, there were continu-
ing indications that the Moon Organization retained significant
support.IL\)ipany of the activities of the Moon Organization would not raise
questions of impropriety if carried out openly and without viola-
tions of laws. The subcommittee does not fault the many Ameri-
cans, Koreans, and others who identified themselves with Moon
Organization-sponsored activities such as the Little Angels, or who
shared the Moon Organization’s expressed concerns about commu-

nism and South Korean security.
However, the Moon Organization’s ulterior motives behind even

its most benign activities tended to negate its positive contribu-
tions. For example, the Little Angels, a highly accomplished chil-
dren's dance group, undoubtedly improved the image of Koreans
around the world and in particular contributed to Americans’ un-
derstanding of Korean culture. The Korean Government’s decision
to bar the Little Angels from traveling outside Korea was a loss ior

liorean-American relations. The demise of the Little Angeis as a

touring group followed growing public awareness of its ties to
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Moon, who—after founding and quietly backing the group—in-
creasingly used it to further his political and economic goals. In his
own speeches to followers, Moon made it clear that the Little
Angels, the annual science conference, and other seemingly philan-
thropic projects were in reality geared toward his ambitious and
carefully thought out plans for winning control and influence over
political and other secular institutions.

Moon, like Tongsun Park, showed a keen understanding of the
use of imagery in building political influence. Just as Tongsun
Park used his close relationship with a few Congressmen to attract
others, Moon used the names and pictures of prominent Ameri-
cans, Japanese, Koreans, and others to create an image of power
and respectability for himself and his movement. The multifaceted
Moon Organization thereby obtained the help and cooperation of
numerous Americans who had no idea they were contributing to
Moon'’s plan for world theocracy.

Like Tongsun Park and others who conducted pro-ROK influence
activities in the United States, Moon and his organization acted
from a mixture of motives and objectives. Service to Korea was
combined with a desire to advance personal and organizational
goals. Like Tongsun Park and others, Moon and his organization
attempted to gain influence in Seoul through activities in the
United States; to this end, the Moon Organization exaggerated its
successes in the United States to create influence in Korea and
elsewhere. Thus, although the Moon Organization often acted for
the ROK Government—even to the point of accepting money for its
services—control and influence over Korean political institutions
was no less a goal there than in the United States. In this respect,
the Moon Organization was not an agent of influence for the ROK
Government so much as it was a volatile factor in Korean-Ameri-
can relations, capable of distorting the perceptions each country
held of the other.

In the United States, for example, Moon has aroused widespread
antipathy. To the extent that his organization’s activities here are
associated with Korea or the Korean Government, there is poten-
tial harm to Korean-American relations. Recent attempts by the
ROK Government to dissociate itself from Moon seemed to recog-
nize this problem. However, these attempts at dissociation came
only in the context of a public controversy over Moon, investiga-
tions into Korean influence activities, and strained relations be-
tween the two countries.

The misuse of the names of prominent Americans by the KCFF
was of concern to U.S. Government agencies as early as 1966. Much
of the executive branch’s early awareness of Korean influence
activities in the United States—including those of Tongsun Park—
arose from State Department and congressional inquiries into
KCFF publicity and fundraising activities. However, these activi-
ties were not then perceived to be linked to Moon. Later, when
Moon’s activities generated publicity in the United States, there
were numerous requests to the executive branch, as well as to the
Congress and to State and local authorities, for information about
Moon and for investigations of his organizations’ activities. The
response to these inquiries was fragmented. Numerous investiga-
tions were launched by agencies such as the SEC, INS, and Depart-


